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L DESCRIPYION OF SUGGESTION
" .i(Aftach additional sheets if necessary)

The use 'of sources in:reports is an established feature and it is conceded that in most
cuses they arc necessary. A study of methods of using sources indicates & strong tendency
w1 the part of most snalysts to over-document their copy. As a result, editing, typing,.
yrooling, and. correcting reports takes more time and momey than 1s necessary. In a report
abliched by the Econemic Research Area of the Office of Resesarch and Keparts under 8C Run-
e OBTOL/Y, 1k Angust 1957, e total of 788 source references were used. After reviewing
nae method used in documenting this report, and all other Economic Area Reports, it is the
nellel’ of the suthors of -this suggestion that sufficient time and money could be savea o
~arrant ‘close reviev of the following proposal: . . oL :

When documenting any report, if the same socurce is to be used more than once, the
source mpber could bo used each time rather than using sn additional mmber and Ibid.
{5 parwlc beldw, taken from a published report.) This simple solution, had it been.
wyplled to the report quoted in paragraph 1 above, would have climinated thc editing,

i, ping, ana correcting of from 377 to 400 of & total of 700 sources or.9 finlshed pages

oi copy. It is conceded that the .report/mentidned is the exception rether then the rule
hat the ~same probloem in a lesser demsity spplies to all reports published by thce Ecomomic
R .peprei fuca. By applying the proposed method the' following problems would be resolved:
the possibility of typographical errors in repeating sources; the necessity for the cditor
4o maintain consistency of duplicete sources; and the peccssity of the reader to refer.to
#h C-urce References so many times. The reader would become scquainted with the source
more readily and would only have to remember page mumbers used in the same source.

By elininating all of the sbove problems, time and momey would be saved by the
soalynt, the typist, the reproduction plant, and the reader. On the basis of the fazto
suabed soove, it 1s requested that this proposal be given serious consideration.
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Labor costs for direct retail trade workers tn '9.5 billion rubles. 200/ This
roup mumbered 1,328,100 out of a total ‘ exclnding public dining) of
2,737,500, or k5.2 percent. : b 1sbor cost per worker for

all workers was the same as for ,
is teken as 45.2 peroaﬁofthetomworooet, which then becomes 20.8 billion rubles.

34 .2 percent of the force.
vorker was the same for

On the essuptions that labor cost per

E

blee vas taken as 84.2 percemt of the total labor cost, which is therefore estimated ot
3-Lillion rubles.. ) :

tgure of 9.4 billion rubles

Labor costs for direct workers in public dining esteblistments of all ministries werc k.|
billion rubles. In establistments of the Ministry of Trade, direct vorkers virg
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~eme share of the total in other trade organizations as in the Ministry of Trade, 4.5 bilr_oT
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